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and another to express heap, then, the joining together
of the two to express many birds, or birds in the plural,
is the natural effect of the synthetic power of the human
mind, or, to use more homely language, of the power
of putting two and two together. Some philosophers
maintain that this explains nothing, and that the real
mystery is how the mind can form any synthesis,
and conceive many things as one. This is quite true,
but we must not enter into these depths. Other
philosophers imagine that the combination of roots to
form agglutinative and inflectional language is, like
the first formation of roots, the result of a natural
instinct. Thus Professor Heysel maintained that' the
various forms of development in language must be
explained by philosophers as necessary evolutions,
founded in the very essence of human speech.' This
is not the case. We can watch the growth of language,
and we can. understand and explain all that is the
result of that growth. But we cannot undertake to
prove that all that is in language is so by necessity,
and could not have been otherwise. When we have,
as in Chinese, two such words as Idai and tu, both
expressing a heap, an assembly, a quantity, then we
may perfectly understand why either the one or the
other should have been used to form the plural. But
if one of the two becomes fixed and traditional while0
the other becomes obsolete, then we can only register
the fact as historical, but no philosophy on earth will
explain its absolute necessity. We can perfectly under-
stand how, with two such roots as M#, empire, and
cung, middle, the Chinese should have formed what
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